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by others. Vedanta Desika quotes the Tattvaratnakara
in support of this. According to Parasara all pramana-s
become valid by the totality of their own causes (samagn}
which functions on its own (svatah}. Alternately this totality
of causes (samagn} may present itself through the medium
of a sentence uttered by another person. This is the
real basis for the two-fold classification of an inference.

The following quotation (12) concerns itself with the
members of a syllogism/According to Nyaya there are
five members in an anumana-vakya meant to enlighten
another  person   (parartha).   They   are:   pratijM
(declaration),  hetu (reason),  udaharana (example),
upanaya (application) and nigamana (conclusion). But
the siddhanta of the Visistadvaitins is that there should
be no hard and fast rule (aniyama} regarding their exact
number. Vedanta Desika quotes the Tattvaratnakara which
apparently refers to the five members and states thus:

"Ultimately, however, Parasara also expresses the view
that no restriction regarding the number should be laid/9
The Tattvaratnakara quotes a line from the Mahabharata
(Sabhaparvan (Ch.5. Sl. 8 a)) pancavayavayuktasya
vakyasya gunadosavit and says that Vedavyasa and others
accept the five-membered syllogism. But later on Parasara
himself declares that if a speaker is able to drive home
a particular point to a listener using the minimum number
of members, it should still be accepted as an authority
since the purpose is served thereby. Moreover according
to Parasara it is not necessary that pratijna, hetu and
udaharana should appear in that order itself. The point
is that vyapti must be clearly comprehended. All other
considerations are secondary. Thus if a reliable person
(apta} tells someone dhumavan agnimaneva (that which
has smoke certainly possesses fire), there is no need
at all for the drstanta.